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pot to klm at your direction, I 
4t«enpuek> with respect to I 


to the fivt pwitlsu I two* twice 
re km troubled by statistical 
Intelligence comnmiilty la Washington. 


Herewith Bob Glasborgh d«tit)i the differences and similarities 
be t we en UACV sad DU. estimates. 

Recommendation. The President should not commit himself to 
Abrams* statistics; although the general line ef his analysis has been 


W. W. Rostow 


WWRostowirln 


Whhe House Guidelines, Feb. 24,1983 
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MEMORANDUM FOR -\R. ROSTOV/ 


It. the MACV DIA answers te your five questions (see atta.chm.eri), 
there are both agreements and contradictions in the statistics ci.ed. 


reatest discrepancy appears." the mid-July true'. 


• He a 




o'- 3 * 
£ T 


jqt^oO WHIT^ sensors, whereas DIA uses only pilot 2 -pci ros.cw2.uCG. -3sen 
sightings, refined to eliminate duplicate sightings. Another apparent 
internal discrepancy for each source is the "high" in truck signtiags, 
ever 1,000 per day reported by IvlACV for "mid- July" andJ02for .Jnly- 
by DIAV thisTprobably results from a o ne-d ay event in MACY statistics 
s.nd a monthly average for DiA statistics. The estimate by hfi-.GY mat. 
the rate^wouTd return~io ., 000 trucks per day probably misrepresents 
a one-day event as a sustained capability. •. 

Another significant discrepancy appears to be the supply tonnage 
through-put, which- MACV\estimates as 50 trucks per d ay currently, 
and DIA. estimates as 254 short-tons per^day for Laos, DM2, and SYN 
combined,- or 60 short-t ons per day for the DMZ and SVN alone. Neitner- 
DIA figure adecuately reconciles with the MACV figure, tnougn msy =-re 
of the*same order - of magnitude. 

be number of secondary explosions and fires reported by 
(2, 535 and 5, 506, respectively), presumably for a 70-day period, can 
only be reconciled with, the secondary explosions of Augus u <a.nd Sep-ember 
for S?* 1 only (3, 66l)/ and then only approximately. In addition, the 15%-: 
trucks damaged or destroyed of those sighted (h£ACV) diners somev.-nat 
f r cm the 19% estimated by DIA. Considering the wide dme-rence m irucx 
sightings reported by each source, it is surprising that me percen-^e 
destroyed or damaged is as close as it is. Finally, the es^mates Ce 
laborers involved along the NYN lines, of communications^jusu 
overlan, 50-100, 000..for DLA and^_10.Gr.2Q.C 7 OGOTcr~^£ACV.—^ 
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On the other hand, some data from the two sources compare 
favorably. . Current truck sightings and implied truck destruction 
are close, total trucks and waterborne logis'tic craft destroyed or 
damaged in a 70-day period agree within 6%,. and the more th an 50% 
closure of three principal routes c laim ed by MAGV is supported 

by DIA. The MACV estimate of 5-10, 000 NVN casualties per month 
resulting from the bombing is tentatively supported by DIA (8-10, 000 
per month), “ \ 

• ♦ 

On balance, the statistical discrepancies notwithstanding, it would 
appear that both MACV and DIA can at least qualitatively support,the 

same conclusions. . / 



yrrr. T_.TAM L. LEMNITZER 
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